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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1. Claims 1-5, 8, 15, 17, 27-29, 35, and 39 are objected to under 37 C.F.R. 1.75 because: 

• Claim 1 lacks a proper preamble and each claim element should be separated a line 
indentation. 

• In claim 1, line 5, "a" should be inserted between "via" and "communications". 

• Claim 2 lacks a proper preamble and each claim element should be separated a line 
indentation. 

• In claim 2, line 4, "a" should be inserted between "via" and "communications". 

• In claim 3, line 2, "local" should be inserted before "jackpot" in order to make the 
terminology in the claims consistent. 

• In claim 4, line 2, "the" or "said" should be inserted before "local". 

• In claim 5, line 4, "EGM" should be placed before "venue" in order to make the 
terminology in the claims consistent. 

• In Claim 15, line 2, "EGM" should be placed before "venues" in order to make the 
terminology in the claims consistent. 

• Claim 17 lacks a proper preamble and each claim element should be separated a line 
indentation. 

• In claim 17, line 4, "a" should be inserted between "via" and "communications". 

• In claim 27, the preamble refers to the "system of claim 18", however, claim 18 is 
directed towards "the master controller of claim 17". 

• In claim 28, line 2, "EGM" should be placed before "venue" in order to make the 
terminology in the claims consistent. 
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• In claim 29, line 1 , "networked" should be inserted before "EGM" in order to make the 
terminology in the claims consistent. 

• In claim 35, lines 2 and 4, "EGM" should be placed before "venues" in order to make the 
terminology in the claims consistent. 

• In claim 39, lines 2 and 4, "EGM" should be placed before "venues" in order to make the 
terminology in the claims consistent. 

Correction is required. 

2. It is noted that claims 8 and 21 recite "the Internet". While the term "Internet" is 
trademarked for goods and services, it is not presently trademarked for the service of a computer 
network. However, it is a term that is relative given both the rate at which technology is evolving, 
and misuse by modern media. The Internet is an infrastructure that supports the transmission of 
electronic data. It consists of all servers, routers, telephone lines, satellites, and other 
communications instruments used to convey electronic data, including Web sites, e-mail, usenets, 
and newsgroups, from one point to another. By using the term Internet, Applicant must be careful to 
delineate whether intending to claim the infrastructure of the Internet, or use of the infrastructure. 
Furthermore, what is accepted as the conventional scope of the Internet today, in terms of 
infrastructure, is quite different from that which was accepted as briefly as five years ago, and it is 
unknown what will be accepted as the "Internet" of tomorrow. For these reasons, it is strongly urged 
that Applicant consider using more generic computer network terminology to claim the invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject 
matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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4. Claims 4 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

5. In claim 4, line 2, the claim language is not clear as to which network is being recited. Does 
this limitation refer to the network of all gaming venues and EGM's or a network for an EGM 
network? 

6. Claim 15 recites the limitation "the multiple venue jackpot system" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States 
before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who has fulfilled 
the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the 
applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 do 
not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an international 
application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is 
determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. 
102(e)). 

8. Claims 1-6, 10-13, 15-19, 23-30, 33, 35, and 38-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Found et al. (U.S. Pub No. 2001/0049303). 
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Found et al. discloses a multi venue jackpot system having a central control system which is 
connected via a type of communications network to multiple gaming venues. Each gaming venue 
has multiple electronic gaming machines and gaming machine types. Each of the gaming machines 
include a hard meter and a jackpot interface for linking via a venue network to a jackpot controller. 
The gaming machines are capable of playing in a multiple gaming machine jackpot game. The 
jackpot criteria can be any one of a predetermined award criteria, such as, a random time, 
predetermined level, usage factor, etc in order to award a prize. Found et al. additionally discloses: 

Regarding Claims 1, 2, and 17: 

A jackpot system for providing jackpots on electronic gaming machines (EGMs) operating in 
a plurality of EGM venues, the system comprising a master controller (6) located remotely from at 
least one of the EGM venues (26) and a networked EGM installation (30) located at each EGM 
venue, each networked EGM installation comprising one or more EGMs (28) connected via a 
communications network (30) to a network controller, wherein the master controller is not directly 
connected to the respective communications network of at least one of the EGM networks (central 
controller (6) is indirectly connected to gaming venue networks (30) via a communications network 
(4)), each networked EGM installation further comprising jackpot awarding means (jackpot 
controller (32)) arranged to award jackpot prizes to individual EGMs (28) in the respective EGM 
installation based on a predetermined trigger condition being established (a random time, 
predetermined level, usage factor, etc in order to award a prize) and reporting means arranged to 
periodically initiate a gaming activity report and communicate the gaming activity report to the 
master controller (Abstract, Figures 1, 3, Paragraphs 1-14, 27-30, 36, 39-40, 43, 45, 57, 59, 104, and 
121-122). 

Regarding Claims 3, 18, 28, 29, and 35: 
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• the EGM installation in each EGM venue includes a local jackpot controller (32) and 
a front end processor (15), such that the jackpot controller monitors EGM operation, 
determines the occurrence of jackpot trigger condition, maintains the prize pool 
information, and awards prizes from the prize pool when trigger condition occurs 
(Abstract, Figures 1, 3, Paragraphs 1-14, 27-30, 36, 39-40, 43, 45, 57, 59, 104, and 
121-122). 

Regarding Claim 4: 

• the front-end processor (15) monitors the operation of the local jackpot controller 
(32), and the EGMs (28) in the network and gathers statistics for forwarding to the 
master controller in the gaming activity report (Abstract, Figures 1,3, Paragraphs 1- 
14, 27-30, 36, 39-40, 43, 45, 57, 59, 104, and 121-122). 

Regarding Claims 5 and 18: 

• the master controller (6) includes communication means for receiving 
communications from the front-end processors (15) at each EGM venue (26) and 
returning prize pool information to each EGM venue (Abstract, Figures 1,3, 
Paragraphs 1-14, 27-30, 36, 39-40, 43, 45, 57, 59, 104, and 121-122). 

Regarding Claims 6, 19, and 30: 

• communication between the front-end processor and the master controller is 
encrypted (Paragraph 59). 

Regarding Claims 10-13, 23-26, 33, and 38: 

• communication between the front-end processor and the master controller is via data 
recorded on recordable media (Paragraph 57). 

Regarding Claims 15, 27, and 39: 
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• the master controller (6) includes an accounting system for gathering accounting 
information from each of the EGM venues participating in the multiple venue jackpot 
system, and means for calculating jackpot pool for each venue based on gaming 
machine activity (hard meter inputs) at the respective EGM venues (Abstract, Figures 
1, 3, Paragraphs 1-14, 27-30, 36, 39-40, 43, 45, 57, 59, 104, and 121-122). 

Regarding Claim 16: 

• gaming machine activity at each venue is reported to the master controller by the 
respective front-end processor. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

10. Claims 7-9, 20-22, 3 1-32, and 36-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Found et al. (U.S. Pub No. 2001/0049303). 

Found et al. discloses that as discussed above regarding Claims 1-6, 10-13, 15-19, 23-30, 33, 
35, and 38-39. Found et al. discloses the front-end processors connected via a LAN to the central 
controller also indirectly connects the central controller (6) to a WAN (4). However, Found et al. 
seems to lack explicitly disclosing: 

Regarding Claim 7, 20, 31, and 36: 

• communication between the front-end processor and the master controller is via e- 
mail. 

Regarding Claim 8 and 21: 
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• communication between the front-end processor and the master controller is 
transmitted over the Internet. 

Regarding Claim 9, 22, 32, and 37: 

• communication between the front-end processor and the master controller is via 
reports printed on paper. 

However, it would have been obvious at the time of Applicant's invention to utilize any of 
the communication methods mentioned above for communication between a front-end processor and 
the master controller. Each of these communication methods are notoriously well known in the art. 
Furthermore, as mentioned in paragraph 57, multiple copies of hard meter input data and jackpot 
values are required in multiple physical locations in order to maintain integrity in the system. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to implement the communication methods above between the 
front-end processor and the master controller in order to satisfy gaming authority requirements. 
1 1 . Claims 14 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Found et al. 
(U.S. Pub No. 2001/0049303) in view of Costello (AU-A-48323/97). 

Found et al. discloses that as discussed above regarding Claims 1-6, 10-13, 15-19, 23-30, 33, 
35, and 38-39. Found et al. discloses the front-end processors connected via a LAN to the central 
controller also indirectly connects the central controller (6) to a WAN (4). However, Found et al. 
seems to lack explicitly disclosing: 

Regarding Claims 14 and 34: 

• the front-end processor communicates with a security system including a security 
video camera, and the security system being responsive to the indication of the 
identity of each winning EGM to direct the field of view of security video cameras to 
the area of the respective EGM. 
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Costello and Found et al. are analogous art because each teaches of a distributed gaming 
system that can communicate over a network. Furthermore, Costello teaches: 
Regarding Claims 14 and 34: 

• the front-end processor communicates with a security system including a security 
video camera, and the security system being responsive to the indication of the 
identity of each winning EGM to direct the field of view of security video cameras to 
the area of the respective EGM (Figure 3 and Page 6, lines 20-32). 

It would have been obvious at the time of Applicant's invention to utilize the security video 
camera system of Costello in Found et al. One would be motivated to do so such that the central 
controller would be able to instantly identify a winner in a high stakes jackpot game. 

Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

• Frankovic '801, Tracy '055, '909, Weiss '730, Franchi '533, and Harlick '773 
disclose systems having progressive jackpot systems. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Scott E. Jones whose telephone number is (703) 308-7133. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, 6:30 A.M. - 5:00 P.M.. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned 
is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may 
be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Scott E. Jones 
Examiner 
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